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IN THE UNITED STATES RECEIVING OFFICE 

In re the Application of ANDREW CORPORATION 

International Application No.: PCT/US2004/030781 
Serial Application No.: 10/550,213 
Filed: 1 7 September 2004 

For: SYSTEM AND METHOD OF OPERATION FOR NETWORK OVERLAY 
GEOLOCATION SYSTEM WITH REPEATERS 

REPLY TO WRITTEN OPINION 

United States Receiving Office 

United States Patent and Trademark Office 

Washington, D.C. 20231 

Sir: 

The Written Opinion from the International Preliminary Examining Authority in 
the subject application was mailed on 08 November 2005. Consideration of the 
following remarks is solicited. 
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PCT/US2004/030781 
September 17, 2004 

PCT/US0H/307B1 JD901E00B ■ 

REMARKS 

The Written Opinion asserts that Claims 8 and Claims 27-30 are obvious over 
Baker in view of Kuwahara and Durrant in view of Kuwahara respectively. The Written 
Opinion's reliance on Kuwahara is improper. 

The Written Opinion states that Kuwahara teaches (i) determining a timing 
advance of the received uplink signal, (ii) comparing the timing advance with a known 
equivalent propagation distance associated with each of the repeaters and (iii) 
determining whether the uplink signal is received directly or via one of the repeaters 
based on the comparison. 

Kuwahara does not disclose a teaching for (i), (ii) or (iii). Kuwahara discloses 
determining the delay time of a downlink signal received at a mobile terminal (see fig 2, 
para [0052]). In Kuwahara the mobile terminal determines its location from the downlink 
signal, not the uplink signal as recited in the claims. 

Kuwahara discloses comparing the delay with a threshold determined by double 
the distance between the base stations [para [0052]) and not with an equivalent 
propagation distance associated with the repeaters as cited in the claims. In fact 
Kuwahara specifically states "This embodiment... [is] not based on distance difference 
between a base station and its repeater. "(para [0052]). 
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Baker, Durrant and Kuwahara alone or in combination, fail to disclose each and 
every feature of the subject claims and therefore cannot form a basis of an obvious type 
rejection. Additionally, the teachings of Kuwahara cannot be applied to Baker and 
Durant. The Applicant submits Claims 1-30 are patentable over the cited art. 



DUANE MORRIS LLP 
1667 K Street, N.W., Suite 700 
Washington, DC 200*06 
Telephone: (202) 776-7800 
Telecopier: (202) 776-7801 

Dated: January 9, 2006 



Respectfully submitted, 




Mark C. Comtois 
D. Joseph English 
Patrick D. McPherson 
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